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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
March 13, 2009 has been entered. 

Status of Claims 

2. This action is in reply to the amendment filed on 13 March 2009. 

3. Claims 1-6 have been amended. 

4. Claims 9-12 have been added. 

5. Claims 1-12 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Priority 

6. Applicant's claim for the benefit of a prior-filed application under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(e) or 
under 35 U.S.C. 120, 121, or 365(c) is acknowledged. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, Second Paragraph 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 



8. In light of Applicant's interview discussing claims 5-8, the previous rejection is 
withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 

matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability 
shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



lO.The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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1 1 .Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ross, 
Jr. et al.(US 5823948) (hereinafter Ross) in view of Pories et al. (US 2002/0082868 A1) 
(hereinafter Pories). 
Claim 1 

Ross as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• building, by a service-providing system, a database of standard terms, 
wherein the step of building the database of standard terms includes: selecting a 
plurality of terms as the standard terms; (see at least Ross Column :2 Lines:49-66) 

• wherein the providing the standard terms through the web screen includes 
providing each standard term as one of a selection item and a check item or providing 
the standard terms as selection items applicable to writing of a statement sentence; 
(see at least Ross Column:9 Lines:20-35 Column:5 Lines:52-56) 

Ross does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• extracting terms used in existing medical records of patients regarding 
cardinal symptoms of the patients; (see at least Pories [0074-0078]) 

• wherein the selected plurality of terms include the extracted terms regarding 
cardinal symptoms of patients; (see at least Pories [0074-0078], Fig:13 ltems:66b & 
related text) 

• storing the standard terms in the database, wherein the standard terms are 
stored in the database so as to be free from association with any particular medical 
record; (see at least Pories Fig:1A Items: 10-20 & related text) 
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• providing, by tine service-providing system, one or more of ttie standard terms 
stored in the database tlirougli a web screen; (see at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 
ltems:10-20, 24, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these features to 
Ross with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately and effectively 
extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, (see at least 
Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 2 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• mapping, by the service-providing system, the standard terms in the database 
to standard codes; (see at least Ross Column:12 Lines:35-47) 

Claim 3 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Ross further 

discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the selected plurality of terms include at least one of diagnosis 
names, operation names, terms used upon writing of the status of patients by nurses, 
terms used upon writing of the status of the patients by doctors, prescription terms used 
by doctors, and medicine terms; (see at least Ross Column :2 Lines:49-66 Fjg:2 
Items: 101 -111 & related text) 



Application: 10/564,713 
Art Unit: 3686 



Paper No. 20090331 

Page 6 



• at least one term of the selected plurality of terms matches one of . . . 
regarding cardinal symptoms for patients, the diagnosis names, the operation names, 
the prescription terms used by the doctors, and the medicine terms, wherein the at least 
one term of the selected plurality of terms is a standard term provided ... .as one of a 
selection item and a check item; (see at least Ross Column:5 Lines:2-10) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• extracting terms; (see at least Pories [0074-0078]) 

• through the web screen; (see at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltenns:10-20, 
24, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 4 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the selected plurality of terms include terms used upon writing of the 
status of the patients by nurses or terms used upon writing of the status of the patients 
by doctors, wherein such terms of the selected plurality of terms are standard terms 
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provided ... as selection items applicable to writing of the statement sentence; (see at 
least Ross Column:9 Lines:20-41) 

Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• through the web screen; (see at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 
24, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 5 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the selected plurality of terms include at least one of diagnosis 
names, operation names, terms used upon writing of the status of patients by nurses, 
terms used upon writing of the status of the patients by doctors, prescription terms used 
by doctors, and medicine terms; (see at least Ross Column :2 Lines:49-66 Fig:2 
ltems:101-111 & related text) 

• wherein the modify function permits a manager to modify a standard term in 
the database, the delete function permits the manager to delete a standard term from 
the database, the add function permits the manager to add a standard term to the 
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database, and the standard statement sentence write function permits the manager to 
combine standard terms into a standard statement sentence that may be later used to 
write a medical record; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:107-1 13 & related text) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• providing, by the service-providing system, through the web screen, at least 
one of a modify function, a delete function and an add function for management of the 
standard terms in the database, and a standard statement sentence write function; (see 
at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 24, 25d, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 6 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 2. Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the selected plurality of terms include at least one of diagnosis 
names, operation names, terms used upon whting of the status of patients by nurses, 
terms used upon writing of the status of the patients by doctors, prescription terms used 
by doctors, and medicine terms; (see at least Ross Column :2 Lines:49-66 Fjg:2 
Items: 101-1 1 1 & related text) 
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• wherein the modify function permits a manager to modify a standard term in 
the database, the delete function permits the manager to delete a standard term from 
the database, the add function permits the manager to add a standard term to the 
database, and the standard statement sentence write function permits the manager to 
combine standard terms into a standard statement sentence that may be later used to 
write a medical record; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:107-1 13 & related text) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• providing, by the service-providing system, through the web screen, at least 
one of a modify function, a delete function and an add function for management of the 
standard terms in the database, and a standard statement sentence write function; (see 
at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 24, 25d, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 7 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 3. Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• providing, by the service-providing system, through the web screen, at least 
one of a modify function, a delete function and an add function for management of the 
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standard terms in the database, and a standard statement sentence write function, (see 
at least Ross Column:13 Lines:48-58) 

• wlierein the modify function permits a manager to modify a standard term in 
the database, the delete function permits the manager to delete a standard term from 
the database, the add function permits the manager to add a standard term to the 
database, and the standard statement sentence write function permits the manager to 
combine standard terms into a standard statement sentence that may be later used to 
write a medical record; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:107-1 13 & related text) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• providing, by the service-providing system, through the web screen, at least 
one of a modify function, a delete function and an add function for management of the 
standard terms in the database, and a standard statement sentence write function; (see 
at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 24, 25d, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 8 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 4. Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 
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• wherein the modify function permits a manager to modify a standard term in 
the database, the delete function permits the manager to delete a standard term from 
the database, the add function permits the manager to add a standard term to the 
database, and the standard statement sentence write function permits the manager to 
combine standard terms into a standard statement sentence that may be later used to 
write a medical record; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:107-1 13 & related text) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• providing, by the service-providing system, through the web screen, at least 
one of a modify function, a delete function and an add function for management of the 
standard terms in the database, and a standard statement sentence write function; (see 
at least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 24, 25d, 60a-80 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 9 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Pories further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the web screen is executed on at least one of a doctor terminal, a 
nurse terminal, an examination room staff terminal, and a general medical affairs 
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terminal in communication witli ttie service providing system over a network; (see at 
least Pories Fig:1A, IB, 9-18 ltems:10-20, 24, 25d, 60a-80 & related text) 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 10 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 . Ross further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• normalizing the extracted chief complaints of step (a) by separating the 
extracted chief complaints of step; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:105-1 14 & related 
text) 

• (c) aligning the main concepts on a spelling and concept basis so as to 
extract a set of representative chief complaints, the representative chief complaints 
being the extracted terms; (see at least Ross Fig:3 ltems:105-1 14 & related text) 
Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• a) into main concepts, concept qualifiers, and concept modifiers; (see at least 
Pories Fig:1 A-B Items: 14-25e & related text) 

• extracting chief complaints from a computerized discharge summary of 
medical records; (see at least Pories [0074-0078]) 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 11 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 10. Pories further 
discloses the following limitations: 

• mapping by the service-providing system; (see at least Ross Column: 1 2 
Lines:35-47) 

Ross/Pories does not disclose the following limitation, however Pories, as shown does: 

• the representative chief complaints to standard codes; (see at least Pories 
Fig:1 A-B ltems:14-25e & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 
Claim 12 

The combination of Ross/Pories disclose all of the limitations of claim 1 1 . Pories further 
discloses the following limitations: 
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• imparting a concept identifier of a standard code to each representative chief 
complaint; (see at least Pories Fig:1 A-B Items: 14-25e & related text) 

• classifying each mapped chief complaint according to whether a concept of 
the representative chief complaint exactly matches, is broader than, is narrower than, 
partially overlaps, or fails to match the imparted concept identifier of the standard code.; 
(see at least Pories Fig:1 A-B, 7 Items: 14-25e, 100-190 & related text) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the features of 
Pories into Ross/Pories. One of ordinary skill in the art would have added these 
features to Ross/Pories with the motivation to provide an improved invention accurately 
and effectively extracting storing and utilizing medical data for improved health care, 
(see at least Pories [0012-0017]) 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 .Applicant's arguments received on 13 March 2009 have been fully considered but 

they are not persuasive. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-12 have been 

considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

12. Further, Examiner points out that applicant fails to claim a step that connects the 

"extracting terms" with the "selecting" or "storing" steps, which illustrate how it's 

determined which terms are to be extracted and which terms are stored as "standard 

terms". 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
concerning this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be 
directed to Rajiv J. Raj whose telephone number is (571) 270-3930. The Examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry O'Connor can be reached at 571.272.6787. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see 

http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov >. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (BBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). 
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Any response to this action sliould be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to (571) 273-8300. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 



Date: 03/31/09 

/RJR/ 

Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3686 



/Gerald J. O'Connor/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 3686 



